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COMMENTS OF LUCENT TECHNOLOGIES INC.
IN RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING

Pursuant to Section 1.415 of the Commission's

Rules (47 C.F.R. § 1.415) f Lucent Technologies Inc. ("Lucent

Technologies") submits these comments in support of the

Commission's Notice of Proposed Rulemaking ("NPRM") in this

docket, released 29 February 1996. These rule changes would

implement the harmonization of the Commlssion's Part 68

Rules with those of Canada, pursuant to the industry

agreements reached under the auspices of the

Telecommunications Industry Association.

Lucent Technologies does request, however, that

one crucial correction be made to the rules proposed by the

NPRM, in order to make it reflect accurately TIA's Petition

concerning the grandfathering of existing equipment.
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DISCUSSION

On 1 May 1995, AT&T Corp. ("AT&T") filed Comments

in support of the Petition of the TIA for this rulemaking

action. All other parties commenting at that time also

supported TIA's Petition.

On 20 September 1995, AT&T announced a corporate

restructuring. Lucent Technologies is the equipment company

formed as a result of that restructuring. As of the date

these Comments are filed, Lucent Technologies remains an

affiliate of AT&T.

The Commission's instant Notice of Proposed

Rulemaking would implement TIA's Petition. Lucent

Technologies, in its own right, contlnues to believe (as did

its predecessor, AT&T) that TIA's Petition was correct.

Commercial and regulatory advantages can be obtained if the

network protection standards of the United States and Canada

are harmonized. The rule changes proposed in this docket

are, in general, a reasonable compromise between the two

sets of standards; they were developed and negotiated

through four years of technical effort by affected industry

members, and they deserve the support of all parties.

In one respect, however, the Commission's proposed

rules are insufficient. TIA proposed to amend Section

68.2(j) to provide grandfathering for existing equipment, in
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order to avoid any requirement to re-register all the

equipment that has already been registered under existing

rules. For Lucent Technologies, such a grandfathering

provision is absolutely necessary to avoid re-registration

of products -- products which are already registered under

the existing rules, are already in use, and are already

shown by experience not to cause harm to the network. Re-

registration of all of these products would be an unneeded

expense which should be avoided. Other equipment providers

are in the same position. TIA's proposed language was as

follows:

"(j) Terminal equipment and systems registered
prior to the (Date of adoption of the rules) do
not have to be re-registered unless subsequently
modified. All new equipment and systems
manufactured after (Register only date) must
conform to the requlrements."

Unfortunately, while the Commission's NPRM (at 8) mentions

TIA's position on the issue, the actual rules proposed by

the Commission in Appendix B to the NPRM do not appear to

include TIA's grandfathering proposal. In addition, the

Commission's "Conclusion" Section (NPRM at 14) fails to

mention the issue again.

Lucent Technologies respectfully proposes that the

Commission remedy this omission, by adopting TIA's proposed

NPRM, Appendix A, at 89.
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Section 68.2(j). Failure to adopt that Section will impose

huge costs on the industry, without yielding any benefits.

Respectfully submitted,

LUCENT TECHNOLOGIES INC.

Dated: 1 April 1996

By:

Its Attorneys

Room 2F-214
219 Mt. Airy Rd.
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920
(908: 953-4970
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